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VIII. Glossary of Acronyms

BGS Maine Bureau of General Services MEIF Maine Economic Incentive Fund
CDC U.S.Centers for Disease Control MSDS Material Safety Data Sheet
CrcC Chlorofluorocarbons NHANES National Health and Nutrition
CMR Clarcinogens, Mutagens and Reproductive Examination Survey
toxins OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Act
DAFS Maine Department of Administrative and PAH Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Financial Services PBDE Polybrominated Diphenyl Ethers
DECD Maine Department of Economic and PBT’s Persistent, Bioaccumulative Toxins
Community Development PCB PolyChlorinated Biphenyls
DEP Maine Department of Environmental PLA Polylactic Acid
Protection PMN Pre Market Notification
DNT Developmental Neurotoxicity Testing PMD Maine Bureau of General Services
DOT Maine Department of Transportation Property Management Division
EPEAT Electronic Product Environmental R&D Research and Development
Assessment Tool REACH  European Union Registration, Evaluation
EPP Environmentally Preferable Purchasing and Authorization of Chemicals
EU European Union REDs Registration Eligibility Decisions
EWG Environmental Working Group RFQ Request for Quotations
FIFRA Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and SEIU Service Employees International Union
Rodenticide Act SAICM Strategic Approach to International
FOQPA Food Quality Protection Act Chemicals Management
GAO U.S.Government Accountability Office TURA Toxics Use Reduction Acts
GCPSP Green Chemistry Program for ToSCA Toxic Substances and Control Act
Sustainable Production USEPA Environmental Protection Agency
GHS Globally Harmonized System USGS U.S. Geological Survey
GS Green Seal vPvB Very Persistent, very Bioaccumulative
HCS Hazard Communication Standard
IPM Integrated Pest Management

LEED-EB Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design standards for Existing Buildings
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